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ACT 1 ON ARA- 15 


y^bLHUOtrVMMMK. INCOMING 

Department of State TELE GRAM 

BUENOS 0S 0 4 5 3 0 1 7 5 2 Z ‘ 6 3 6 5 


INFO OCT-01 ADS-00 SS-15 L - 0 3 H-Cl NSC-05 1 NR- 10 
CIAE-OO S V - 0 5 HA- 0 5 /0 6 0 tf 

1 1 8 8 7 2 3 0 1 9 3 1 2 /5 3 

R 2 8 1 6 3 5 Z SEP 79 

FH AM EMBASSY BUENOS AIRES 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC 2581 § 


BUENOS AIRES 8045 


S o i- § -so *3 

i Ih n 


E.O. 1 2 0 6 5: GDS 9 /2 8 /8 5 (FRIEDMAN. TOWNSEND B. ) OR^P 

TAGS: SHUM AR 

SUBJ: T I MERMAN COURT DECISION 


(A) BUENOS AIRES 7 9 2 9: IB) BUENOS AIRES 7 9 6 3 


1 • W - ENTIRE TEXT. j g 

2. WE HAVE NOW BEEN OVER THE SUPREME COURT'S DECISION 
IN THE TIMER MAN CASE AND HAVE DISCUSSED. IT BRIEFLY WITH 
TIMERMAN'S LAWYER. IN SUM. IT WAS A NARROW DECISION 
DIRECTED AT THE ILLEGALITY OF TIMERMAN'S DETENTION 
RATHER THAN THE UNC ON S T I T U T I ON All T Y OF THE LAWS UNDER 
WHICH HE WAS DETAINED. IN THIS REGARD, IT FOLLOWED VERY 
CLOSELY THE REASONING SET FORTH IN REF A. WE ARE SURE, 
HOWEVER. THAT LAWYERS HERE WILL TRY TO EXPLOIT THIS 
DECISION TO FIND BROADER MEANING AND APPLICATION IN IT-- 
IN FACT THIS WAS CLEARLY IMPLIED TO US BY TIMERMAN’S LAWYER 
WHO SAID ''THEY THINK IT IS A NARROW DECISION BUT WE SHALL 
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